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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to amendment filed December 28, 2005. 
This action is made Final. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-10, 12-20 remain pending in the case. Claims 5 and 1 1 have been 
cancelled. Claims 1,10 and 12 are independent claims. 

3. The rejections of Claims 1-8, 10-14, 16, 17 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Koss (U.S. Patent 5272628; date of patent December 21, 1993; 
filed April 16, 1990), Claim 9 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss 
in view of Dittrich et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 20020083016; publication date June 27, 2002; 
filed December 22, 2000), Claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Koss in view of Worden (U.S. Pub. No. 20030149934; publication date August 7, 2003; 
filed May 11, 2001), Claim 18 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss 
in view of Reed etal. (U.S. Patent 5396587; date of patent March 7, 1995; filed April 11, 
1990), Claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss in view of 
Anson (U.S. Pub. No. 20030061193; publication date March 27, 2003; filed September 
24, 2001) have been withdrawn as necessitated by the amendment. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10, 12-14, 16, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Koss (U.S. Patent 5272628; date of patent December 21 , 
1993; filed April 16, 1990) in view of Lowry (U.S. Pub. No. 20020042859; publication 
date April 11, 2002; filed May 4, 2001; provisional application filed October 6, 2000). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Koss teaches receiving a selection of a plurality of 
spreadsheets (Figures 2, 3; col. 1, lines 59-64; col. 2, lines 64-67; col. 3, lines 1-2, 11- 
15, 25-38; col. 4, lines 1-15) since Koss teaches using selected spreadsheets to 
generate other spreadsheets so the selections would have to be received. 

Koss further teaches receiving a selection of portions of data from files 
corresponding to each of said plurality of spreadsheets (Figures 2, 3; col. 1 , lines 59-64; 
col. 3, lines 11-15, 25-38; col. 4, lines 1-15) since Koss teaches portions are selected 
from among the spreadsheets. 

Koss further teaches retrieving said portions of data (Figures 2, 3; col. 3, lines 
25-38) since Koss teaches portions of data are retrieved. 

Koss further teaches generating at least one final report spreadsheet (Figures 2, 
3; col. 3, lines 1 1-15, 25-38) since Koss teaches a final report is generated. 
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Koss further teaches appending said portions of data to said at least one final 
report spreadsheet (Figure 2; col. 2, lines 64-67; col. 3, lines 1-2, 11-15) since Koss 
teaches the portions are appended to the final report. 

Koss does not disclose receiving selections via a graphical control panel. Lowry 
teaches selecting files using a control panel (Figure 5; p. 6, para. 86). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Koss and Lowry 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify selecting spreadsheets as 
taught by Koss to include a control panel as taught by Lowry, because Koss teaches 
selecting spreadsheets on a computer (Figures 2, 3; col. 1 , lines 59-64; col. 2, lines 64- 
67; col. 3, lines 1-2, 11-15, 25-38; col. 4, lines 1-15) and Lowry teaches selecting files 
using a control panel on a computer (Figure 5; p.6, para. 86) so the computer taught by 
Koss could include a control panel for making the selections. 

Regarding dependent claims 2 and 3, Koss discloses methods as in claim 1 further 
comprising receiving a selection of at least one workbook and receiving a selection of at 
least one open workbook or stored workbook (col. 1 , lines 59-64) since Koss discloses 
selecting a plurality of source tables. Since the source tables are capable of being 
selected, they are either already open or are saved and can comprise a workbook. 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Koss discloses a method as in claim 1 further 
comprising receiving a selection of at least one worksheet (Figures 2, 3; col. 1 , lines 59- 
64; col. 2, lines 64-67; col. 3, lines 1-2, 11-15, 25-38; col. 4, lines 1-15). 
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Regarding dependent claim 6, Koss discloses a method as in claim 1 wherein 
receiving a selection of portions of data comprises selecting at least one of rows, 
columns, cells, tables, filenames, workbook names, worksheet names, and spreadsheet 
names of at least one file corresponding to said plurality of spreadsheets (col. 4, lines 1- 
15) since Koss teaches rows and columns are selected. 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Koss discloses a method as in claim 1 wherein 
receiving a selection of portions of data comprises searching for desired text within said 
plurality of spreadsheets (col. 1, lines 59-67; col. 2, lines 1-8) since Koss teaches 
spreadsheets are searched for desired portions. 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Koss discloses a method as in claim 1 further 
comprising appending data to said at least one final report spreadsheet that is not within 
said plurality of spreadsheets (col. 3, lines 11-15, 25-38). 

Regarding independent claim 10, the claim reflects the software program for 
performing the operations of claims 1 and 7 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 12, Koss teaches a monitor (Abstract) since a computer 
system is disclosed that generates an aggregated spreadsheet so a monitor would be 
included to display the sheet. 
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Koss further teaches a storage device (Figure 2; col. 2, lines 64-67; col. 3, lines 

I- 2, 11-15, 25-38) since a final report is generated that stores portions of spreadsheets 
so a storage device is present. 

Koss further teaches a spreadsheet selection area for receiving a selection of a 
plurality of spreadsheets (Figures 2, 3; col. 1, lines 59-64; col. 2, lines 64-67; col. 3, 
lines 1-2, 11-15, 25-38; col. 4, lines 1-15) since Koss teaches using selected 

* 

spreadsheets to generate other spreadsheets so the selections would have to be 
received. 

Koss further teaches a custom search module for receiving a selection of at least 
a portion of each of said selected plurality of spreadsheets (col. 1, lines 59-67; col. 2, 
lines 1-8) since spreadsheets are searched for desired portions. 

Koss further teaches generating at least one final report spreadsheet and 
appending said selected portions of each of said selected plurality of spreadsheets to 
said at least one final report spreadsheet (Figures 2, 3; col. 2, lines 64-67; col. 3, lines 

II- 15, 25-38) since Koss teaches a final report is generated and the portions are 
appended to the final report. 

Koss does not disclose a controller displaying a graphical control panel on said 
monitor. Lowry teaches a control panel displayed for making file selections (Figure 5; 
p. 6, para. 86). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Koss and Lowry before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the system taught by Koss to include a control panel as taught by Lowry, because Koss 
teaches selecting spreadsheets on a computer (Figures 2, 3; col. 1, lines 59-64; col. 2, 
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lines 64-67; col. 3, lines 1-2, 11-15, 25-38; col. 4, lines 1-15) and Lowry teaches 
selecting files using a control panel on a computer (Figure 5; p. 6, para. 86) so the 
computer taught by Koss could include a control panel for making the selections. 

Regarding dependent claims 13, 14 and 16, the claims reflect the multiple 
spreadsheet data consolidation system for performing the operations of claims 2, 3 and 
4 respectively and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 17, Koss discloses a system as in claim 16 wherein said 
worksheet selection area comprises a worksheet subset selector (col. 3, lines 25-38) 
since a subset of a worksheet is selected. 

Regarding dependent claim 20, Koss discloses a system as in claim 12 further 
comprising at least one window for receiving a selection of said plurality of 
spreadsheets and said at least a portion of each of said selected plurality of 
spreadsheets (Abstract; Figures 2, 3; col. 1, lines 59-64; col. 2, lines 64-67; col. 3, lines 
1-2, 11-15, 25-38; col. 4, lines 1-15) since spreadsheets and portions of spreadsheets 
are selected and a computer system is disclosed that generates an aggregated 
spreadsheet so a window would be included to display the sheet. 
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5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss in 
view of Lowry in further view of Dittrich et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 20020083016; publication 
date June 27, 2002; filed December 22, 2000). 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Koss discloses a custom spreadsheet search 
associated with a plurality of spreadsheets and said selected portions of data (col. 1 , 
lines 59-67; col. 2, lines 1-8) but does not disclose storing the custom search. Dittrich 
teaches storing a custom search (p. 2, para. 21). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Koss and Dittrich before him at the time 
the invention was made, to modify the search taught by Koss to include storing 
searches as taught by Dittrich, because storing a custom search would store user 
preferences in the system, as taught by Dittrich (p.2, para. 21), which could be quickly 
accessed in the future. 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss in 
view of Lowry in further view of Worden (U.S. Pub. No. 20030149934; publication date 
August 7, 2003; filed May 11, 2001). 

Regarding dependent claim 15, Koss does not disclose workbook selection are 
comprises a workbook search in a selected database. Worden teaches searching for 
and selecting a workbook (p.47, para. 1045). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Koss and Worden before him at the time 
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the invention was made, to modify selecting a workbook as taught by Koss to include 
searching for a workbook as taught by Worden, because searching for a workbook, as 
taught by Worden (p.47, para. 1045), would allow users to browse stored workbooks in 
order to find the desired book. 

7. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss in 
view of Lowry in further view of Reed et al. (U.S. Patent 5396587; date of patent March 

7, 1995; filed April 11, 1990). 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Koss does not disclose a status indicator. Reed 
teaches a status indicator (Figure 1; col. 4, lines 21-27). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Koss and Reed before him at the 
time the invention was made, to modify the system taught by Koss to include a status 
indicator as taught by Reed, because a status indicator, as taught by Reed (Figure 1; 
col. 4, lines 21-27), would allow users to quickly view the status of the consolidation. 

8. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koss in 
view of Lowry in further view of Anson (U.S. Pub. No. 20030061 193; publication date 
March 27, 2003; filed September 24, 2001). 

Regarding dependent claim 19, Koss does not disclose an event logger. Anson 
teaches an event logger (p. 3, para. 32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 



Application/Control Number: 10/604,608 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2178 

skill in the art, having the teachings of Koss and Anson before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the system taught by Koss to include an event logger as 
taught by Anson, because an event logger, as taught by Anson (p. 3, para. 32), would 
allow users to look up past events when necessary. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed December 28, 2005 with respect to claims 1-4, 6-10, 
12-20 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 

4 

shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• System and methods for improved spreadsheet interface with user-familiar 
objects (U.S. Patent 6282551); 

• Method in connection with a spreadsheet program (U.S. Pub. No. 20030226105). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristina B. Honeycutt whose telephone number is 571- 
272-4123. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 5:00 pm Monday- 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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